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Forum  and  presenting  the  Forum 
schedule.  A  compilation  of  FAA  pro¬ 
posals,  announced  in  Notice  78-17,  has 
been  distributed  to  known  interested 
persons. 

Since  the  annoucement  of  the 
Review  Conference  in  May,  the  Gener¬ 
al  Aviation  Manufacturers  Association 
(GAMA),  in  a  letter  dated  February 
27,  1979,  requested  a  postponement  of 
the  Conference.  GAldA  stated  that 
their  engineering  manpower  resources 
were  such  that  they  could  not  commit 
a  fuU  time  or  even  a  substantial  part 
time  effort  to  develop  counter  propos¬ 
als.  They  further  stated  that  is  would 
be  beneficial  for  FAA  to  have  the  writ¬ 
ten  proposals  prior  to  the  Review  Con<X 
ference.  This,  they  said,  would  enable 
the  FAA  to  develop  a  better  NPRM  in 
a  much  shorter  time,  public  comment 
on  the  NPRM  would  be  far  less  exten¬ 
sive,  and  the  time  to  publish  the  final 
rule  would  be  shortened. 

In  light  of  this  request,  the  agency 
has  concluded  that  it  is  in  the  public 
interest  to  postpone  the  Conference 
until  September  1979  and  require  that 
industry  proposals  be  submitted  to  the 
FAA  on  or  before  July  9,  1979. 

ScoPK  or  THE  Reculatort  Review 

The  scope  of  the  Light  Transport 
Airplane  Airworthiness  Review  Pro¬ 
gram  is  limited  to  those  proposals 
which  are  appropriate  for  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  aiiworthiness  standards  for 
multiengine  airplanes  having  a  sug¬ 
gested  maximum  df  about  30  passen¬ 
ger  seats,  excluding  any  pilot  seat,  and 
with  a  gross  weight  of  about  35,000 
pounds.  Existing  airworthiness  stand¬ 
ards  for  Part  23  and  25  category  air¬ 
planes  and  appropriate  portions  of  Ap¬ 
pendix  A  of  Part  135  serve  as  a  foun¬ 
dation  for  the  Part  24  proposals.  How¬ 
ever,  new  or  additional  standards  be¬ 
lieved  to  be  appropriate  are  within  the 
scope  of  the  review  and  should  be  sub¬ 
mitted. 


Conference.  This  compilation  of  public 
proposals  plus  any  revisions  and  cor¬ 
rections  to  the  compilation  of  FAA 
proposals  will  be  mailed  to  known  in¬ 
terested  persons  by  August  6.  Interest¬ 
ed  persons  not  receiving  this  material 
may  request  it  at  the  above  address. 
The  compilation  of  public  proposals 
and  compilation  of  FAA  Proposals  will 
form  the  agenda  for  the  Review  Con¬ 
ference. 

Proposals  received  in  response  to 
this  notice  will  not  necessarily  appear 
in  the  compilation  of  public  proposals. 
Proposals  that  are  received  too  late, 
are  beyond  the  scope  of  the  regulatory 
review,  do  not  follow  the  prescribed 
format,  or  lack  the  essential  informa¬ 
tion  outlined  in  the  Appendix  to  this 
notice,  may  be  excluded.  Further,  the 
FAA  will  exclude  proposals  that  are 
not  adequately  Justified  would  require 
further  research,  or  are  not  iikely  to 
generate  fruitful  discussion  at  the 
Conference. 

CoifEEREifCB  Dates 

The  Review  Conference  will  be  held 
in  September  1979.  Specific  informa¬ 
tion  about  the  dates  and  location  of 
the  Conference  will  be  announced  in  a 
notice  to  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  in  April  1979.  Included  in 
the  notice  will  be  a  discussion  of  the 
Conference  agenda  and  procedures. 

IMPROVINO  GoVERHMENT  REOULATIOlfS 

To  implement  the  President’s  policy 
on  improving  government  regulations, 
agencies  must  consider  aitemative 
ways  to  deal  with  a  problem  and  an 
analysis  of  the  economic  consequences 
of  each  aitemative.  Thus,  it  is  request¬ 
ed  that  each  FAA  propo^  addressed 
and  each  proposal  submitted  be  sup¬ 
ported  by  available  economic  data  rel¬ 
ative  to  the  costs  and  benefits  of  that 
proposal.  Nonquantifiable  impacts 
should  also  be  stated  as  fully  as  possi¬ 
ble. 
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AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  inviting  interested 
persons  to  submit  proposals  and  post¬ 
ponement  of  the  Review  Conference. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  invites  inter¬ 
ested  persons  to  submit  comments  and 
proposals  for  consideration  at  the 
Review  Conference  and  announces 
postponement  of  the  Review  Confer¬ 
ence. 

'Information  relating  to  the  objec¬ 
tives  of  this  Review  and  additional  in¬ 
formation  relating  to  this  Conference 
are  contained  in  Notice  No.  78-17, 
“Light  Transport  Airplane  Airworthi¬ 
ness  Review”  (43  FR  60846;  December 
28.  1978)  and  Notice  No.  78-17A. 
“Light  Transport  Airplane  Airworthi¬ 
ness  Review  Dicussion  Forum"  (44  FR 
7057;  February  5, 1979). 

DATES:  Proposals  must  be  received  on 
or  before  July  9,  1979.  The  Review 
Conference  will  be  postponed  until 
September  1979.  Conference  details 
well  be  published  in  a  subsequent  Fed¬ 
eral  Register. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  proposals  in  du¬ 
plicate  to:  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration.  Flight  Standards  Service.  Air¬ 
worthiness  Review  Branch  (AFS-910), 
800  Independence  Avenue.  S.W.. 
Washington.  D.C.  20591. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Thomas  E.  McSweeny,  Airworthi¬ 
ness  Review.  Branch  (AFS-910). 
*  Flight  Standards  Service.  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  800  Inde¬ 
pendence  Avenue.  S.W.,  Washington. 
D.C.  20591;  telephone:  202-755-8714. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Background 

On  December  21.  1978,  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration  (FAA)  issued 
Notice  78-17  (43  FR  60846;  December 
28.  1978)  annoimcing  the  Light  Trans¬ 
port  Airplane  Airworthiness  Review 
Program  and  announcing  a  Discussion 
Forum  in  March  1979  and  a  Confer¬ 
ence  in  May  1979.  On  January  30. 
1979,  the  FAA  issued  Notice  78-17A 
(44  FR  7057;  February  5.  1979)  an- 
'noimcing  the  dates  of  the  Discussion 


Public  Comments  and  Counter 
Proposals 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  comments  and  counter  propos¬ 
als  they  deem  appropriate  within  the 
scope  of  the  regulatory  review.  Per¬ 
sons  submitting  counter  proposals 
should  submit  separate  comments  de¬ 
scribing  in  detail  why  the  parallel 
FAA  proposals  are  considered  unac¬ 
ceptable.  All  comments  and  counter 
proposals  should  be  in  the  format  de¬ 
scribed  in  the  Appendix  to  this  notice 
and  should  be  submitted  in  duplicate 
to  the  above  address.  Comments  and 
proposals  must  be  received  by  the 
FAA  on  or  before  July  9.  1979.  The 
FAA  will  prepare  a  compilation  of 
public  proposals  which  will  contain 
comments  and  counter  proposals  re¬ 
ceived  as  a  result  of  this  notice  along 
with  pre-registration  forms  for  the 


(Secs.  313(a),  601  and  603,  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1068  (49  UJB.C.  1354(a).  1421,  and 
1423),  Sec.  (kc).  Department  of  Transporta- 
Uon  Act  (49  UA.C.  16555(c)).) 

Note.— The  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  this  document  is 
not  significant  in  accordance  with  the  crite¬ 
ria  required  by  Executive  Order  12044,  and 
set  forth  in  the  “Department  of  Transporta- 
tlim  Regulatory  Policies  and  Procedures" 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  Febru¬ 
ary  36.  1979  (44  FR  11034). 

Issued  in  Washington.  D.C.  on 
March  12, 1979. 

J.  A.  Ferrarese, 
Acting  Director, 
Flight  Standards  Service. 

Appendix— Required  Format  and 
INPORMATIOH 

The  FAA  has  found  during  past  Reg-, 
ulatory  Review  Programs  that  the 
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piocessing  of  regulatory  proposals  is 
greatly  facilitated  when  they  are  sub¬ 
mitted  in  standard  format  and  contain 
certain  basic  information. 

This  Appendix  contains  a  sample  of 
the  format  that  should  be  used  and  in- 
cliides  several  clerical  guidelines. 

Each  sulnnitted  proposal  or  com¬ 
ment  on  an  FAA  prop<^  should  con¬ 
tain  at  least  the  fcdlowing  information 
(if  no  comments  are  submitted  on  a 
section  the  FAA  will  assvune  that  sec¬ 
tion  as  proposed  is  acceptable): 

(a)  The  full  name  or  title  of  the  pro¬ 
ponent. 

(b)  The  FAR  section  affected. 

(c)  The  specific  regulatory  language 
proposed  to  attain  the  objective 
sought. 

(d)  The  language  of  the  rule  or  rules 
from  i^ch  the  proposal  is  made. 

(e)  An  explanation  and  Justification 
of  the  proposal,  including  answers  to 
the  following  questions: 

(1)  What  is  the  background? 

(2)  Why  is  the  proposal  necessary? 

(3)  What  data,  reports,  records,  etc., 
support  the  proposal? 

'  (4)  What  is  the  probable  impact  (if 
any)  on  the  environment,  energy  con¬ 
sumption,  safety,  and  the  traveling 
public.’ 

(f)  Eacdi  FAA  proposal  and  submit¬ 
ted  proposal  should  be  assessed  for  its 
economic  impact.  This  assessment 
should  include  a  comparison  of  the 
costs  (1979  dollars)  associated  with 
Part  23  (as  modified  by  Appendix  A  of 
Part  135)  and  Part  25.  the  FAA  pro¬ 
posal,  and  any  submitted  proposal. 
These  costs  should  be  identified  by 
such  categories  as  design,  testing,  pro¬ 
duction,  operating,  etc.  Where  appro¬ 
priate,  these  costs  should  be  further 
identified  as  initial  (one-time),  recur¬ 
ring.  and  revenue  loss  or  gain. 

When  more  than  one  proposal  is 
submitted  to  attain  the  objective 
sought,  the  information  in  (e)  above 
may  be  stated  in  one  of  the  proposals 
and  cross  referenced  in  the  others. 
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FORMAT  FOR  PROPOSALS 

The  following  format  below  should  be  used  in  developing  proposals, 
counter  proposals  oonments  for  consideration  during  the  Light  n 
Transport  Airplane  Airworthiness  Review  Conference,  In  addition,  each 
proposal,  counter  proposals,  or  oOnments  should  be  submitted  on  a 
separate  pa9e,  The  text  sh^ld  be  within  neurgins  not  nore  than  6-1/2 
inches  wide  nor  nore  tium  9  inches  long  so  that  it  can  be  printed  on  8  x 
10-1/2  inch  paper. 


SAMPIZ  PK91AT 


Proposal:  (Leave  Blank) 

From:  (Name  or  Organization) 

Index:  (Leave  Blank) 

PAR:  S  24.23(b)(2) 

Subject:  Load  Distribution  Limits 

Current  Rule:  S  23.23,  25.23,  (Part  135,  Appendix  A,  if  applicable) 

(a)  For  Conments: 

Explanation:  (Explain  the  oonmeit  on  the  FAA  prqposal  and  include 
the  following  information: 

(1)  What  is  the  background? 

(2)  What  data,  reports,  records,  etc.,  support  the  oorment? 

(3)  What  is  the  probable  urpact  of  other  environment,  inflation, 
energy  oonsuiption,  and  the  traveling  public? 

(4)  What  is  the  economic  impact  affecting  the  manufacturer,  the 
operators  or  both?  Where  possible,  this  should  consider  the 
initial  cost  (one  time),  the  recurring  cost,  and  the  estimates 
revenue  loss  or  gain.] 

(b)  For  Counter  Proposals: 

Revise  S  24.23(b)(2)  to  read  as  follorfs: 

S  24.23  Load  distribution  limits. 

*  *  ■  *  *  * 

(b)  *  *  * 

(2)  [Insert  proposed  language  here] 

*  *  '  *  *  * 


Explanation  and  justification:  [Explain  why  the  proposed  change  is 
ne^ssary  and,  where  applicable,  include  the  following  information: 

(1)  What  is  the  background? 

(2)  Why  is  the  proposal  necessary? 

(3)  What  data,  reports,  records,  etc.,  support  the  proposal? 

(4)  What  is  the  probable  inpact  on  the  environment,  inflation, 
energy  oonsuttption,  and  the  traveling  public? 

(5)  What  is  the  economic  inpact  affecting  the  manufacturers,  the 
operators,  or  both?  Where  possible,  this  should  consider  the  initial 
cost,  the  recurring  cost,  and  the  estimated  revenue  loss  or  gain] 

[Fit  Doc.  79-81S7  PUed  3-16-79;  8:45  am] 
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